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18:  Comment noted.  Section 3.16.6.1 has been revised to state that "... reductions have been instituted while meeting the requirements of an international treaty and the diversion and use of such Treaty water is solely of Mexico's discretion."  At least since execution of the Treaty, it is incorrect to state that responsibility for reductions of flows to the Colorado River delta lies with United States interests alone.



19:  Section 3.16 has been revised to reflect available information at NIB. Mexico retains control at Morelos Dam as to what is done with the water that arrives there.    However, excess water diverted may not be consumptively used in Mexico, but released back to the Rio Hardy and Colorado River as waste and/or irrigation drainage. No data is available to Reclamation on the amount of these wasteway and drainage return flows, so final disposition of diverted water is not known by Reclamation.







20: See above response.  Note that the EIS presents information with regard to Colorado River flows to Mexico under baseline conditions and the alternatives.  Note also that additional information has been added to the discussion of these flows in section 3.3.4.5.4 entitled "River Flows between Imperial Dam and Morelos Dam" of the FEIS.



21:  See response to Comment 10-8.
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22: This information is included in Reclamation's analysis.


23: This correction has been made. 

24: This citation has been corrected.


25. This citation has been added. 


26: Recent research for the vaquita has been incorporated in the analysis.

27: The information has been cited in the analysis for the totoaba.


28: The analysis is recognizes effects of past, current and reasonably foreseeable operations on the totoaba as part of the baseline condition.


29: This statement has been removed.  Reclamation has received input supporting and opposing analysis of impacts on the totoaba in Mexico.


30: The recent completion of a recovery plan for the southwestern willow flycatcher is noted in the analysis, and is limited to activities in the United States.




